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Summary of Office Action 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being allegedly unpatentable over US Patent 
5,721,829 to Dunn et al (hereafter referenced as Dunn) in view of US Patent 5,790, 173 to Strauss et 
al (hereafter referenced as Strauss). Claims 3-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
allegedly unpatentable over US Patent 7,055,166 to Logan et al (hereafter referenced as Logan) in 
view of US PG Pub 2008/0022296 to Iggulden (hereafter referenced as Iggulden). Claim 2 is 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being allegedly unpatentable over Dumi in view of Strauss as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of US Patent 6,1 15,057 to Kwoh et al (hereafter 
referenced as Kwoh). Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being allegedly unpatentable 
over Logan in view of Iggulden as applied to claim 4 above, and further in view of Kwoh. Claims 
1 1-15 arc rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being allegedly unpatentable over Logan in view of 
Iggulden as applied to claim 4 above, and further in view of US PG Pub 2003/01 883 1 6 to DePrez 
(hereafter referenced as DePrez). Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being allegedly 
unpatentable over Logan in view of Iggulden and DePrez as applied to claim 11-15 above, and 
further in view of Kwoh. 
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